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('aniilun), if the officials (fummal) admit having received
from them the tax, their word is accepted. If the admis-
sion is in writing, the practice of the registrars is to consider
such a written admission as evidence of the receipt of the
tax if, by comparison with the well-known writing of the
official, the writing is recognized to be his; whether or not he
admits it. However, the opinion of the jurists on this
point is that if the official denies that the writing is his, the
writing alone cannot be held as evidence against him. If
the official admits the writing to be his, but denies that he
has actually received the tax, this written admission, as is
otherwise the custom, constitutes evidence, according to al-
Shafi'i, in the matter of public dues alone, that the tax has
been paid by the persons concerned (mu'amiliin) and that
the official received the same; but Abu Hanifah here again
differs from al-Shafi'i.

As regards the settlement of the account jof the officials,
if it is a case of revenue for the public treasury (kharf ila
bayi-al-mal), it is not necessary for the official to show an
authorization from the proper authority (tawq? wali al-
amr), and the admission of the treasurer (sahib bayt-al-
mal) that he received the money is sufficient for the ac-
quittal of the official. If the admission of the treasurer is
merely in writing and has not been confirmed by his oral
admission, according to al-Shafici, it is evidence that he re-
ceived the money, although Abu Hanifah holds the opposite
view.

If, on the contrary, it is a case of a treasury expenditure
instead of revenue, then the officials may not make the ex-
penditure except upon a written authorization from the
proper authorities, such an authorization, when genuine,
being sufficient ground for the expenditure. There are,
however, two possible courses (wajhari) in giving the offi-
cial credit (ihtisab) for the amount included in the authori-